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Despite dramatic changes in the Northeast Asian security environment, America's 
regional grand strategy has continued to be guided by inertia. This thesis contends that a 
multipolar, balance of power system is emerging in Northeast Asia, and that the 
appropriate U.S. response is to adopt a grand strategy of "selective engagement." 

While the first half of this thesis focuses on U.S. security interests, the Northeast 
Asian threat environment, and the shortcomings of post-Cold War U.S. policies, the 
second half describes the diplomatic, military and economic attributes of a selective 
engagement grand strategy. Recognizing that the age of geo-politics has not yet ended in 
Northeast Asia. U.S. diplomacy would endeavor to maintain equilibrium and prevent the 
rise of a regional hegemon by casting the United States in the role of balancer, grand 
facilitator, and honest broker. Militarily, a selective engagement approach would 
capitalize on the strengths of a maritime grand strategy to provide more flexibility at a 
lower cost. Finally, a grand strategy of selective engagement would acknowledge the 
centrality of economics to national security by linking economic policies directly to 
political and military strategy. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



The international climate in which America's grand strategy must today operate is 
far different from that of the 1950s, when it was designed. Without doubt, the most 
striking change is the collapse of the Soviet empire and the Warsaw pact which together 
accounted for one-half of a loosely bipolar world. The ideological factors and security 
concerns that once bound states to their respective camps no longer serve as an effective 
unifying force. Additionally, differential economic growth trends are changing the way 
many nations view their role in the international community. Both in Europe and in 
Northeast Asia— the two major playing fields of the Cold War— relatively predictable 
bipolarism is being replaced with uncertain multipolarism. 

This new era in global politics sets the context for American grand strategy. The 
overriding strategic objective of the Cold War, containment of the Soviet threat within the 
Eurasian rimlands, prompted a grand strategy that is no longer suitable for protecting 
American interests throughout the world. A new strategic vision is needed to guide and 
shape U.S. policy into a form appropriate for today's multipolar climate. International and 
domestic considerations mandate that the United States adopt security policies that are both 
more flexible and cost-effective. 

The importance of creating a new framework for U.S. grand strategy should not 
be underestimated. While the doctrine of containment and the clearly defined Soviet threat 
provided logic and coherence to postwar U.S. national security policy, the current threat 
environment is characterized by uncertainty and ambiguity. Without an overriding 
objective, it will become increasingly difficult to prioritize U.S. security interests, 
resulting in an ad hoc approach to grand strategy. This type of strategy, in which vital 
security interests are often confused with desirable objectives, poses the danger of pulling 
U.S. security policy in one of two undesirable directions: unbridled internationalism or 
traditional isolationism. 
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This thesis contends that while the international climate in Northeast Asia has 
changed dramatically in the last ten years, America's security policy has remained 
stagnant. Specifically, this thesis argues that a multipolar balance of power system is 
emerging in Northeast Asia, and that the appropriate U.S. response is to replace Cold 
War-era grand strategy with a grand strategy of "selective engagement." Rather than 
attempt to invent a new, monolithic threat to replace the Soviets, a grand strategy of 
selective engagement accepts the notion that U.S. national security policy can no longer 
be threat-driven, but should now be uncertainty-pulled. 

In Chapter II. this thesis examines U.S. national security interests and how they 
relate to grand strategy. Chapter HI surveys the Northeast Asian security environment, 
and what challenges it poses to U.S. national interests. Chapter IV describes current U.S. 
grand strategy in Northeast Asia, and its shortcomings vis-s-vis the post-Cold War security 
environment. 

The second half of this thesis, Chapters V through Vm, argues the merits of a 
grand strategy of selective engagement. Chapter V describes the diplomatic, or foreign 
policy, aspects of a post-Cold War grand strategy. Chapter VI proposes solutions to the 
dilemma of Japan's enlarged role in Northeast Asia. Chapter VO elaborates on the 
military component, and Chapter VIE the economic dimension of the grand strategy. 
Finally, thesis conclusions are presented in Chapter IX. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 



The post -Cold War era, which is being built on the ruins of the Soviet 
empire and on the achievements of dynamic, capitalist countries, is defined 
by new balances of power, revised perceptions of power, and far greater 
diplomatic complexity. In this new era, regions have more distinct 
identities, and international leadership is more ambiguous in structure and, 
often, in the way it is exercised. Asia epitomizes the new complexity. 1 

The international climate in which America's grand strategy must today operate is 
tar different from that of the 1950s. when it was designed. Without doubt, the most 
striking change is the collapse of the Soviet empire and the Warsaw pact, which together 
accounted for one-half of a loosely bipolar world. The ideological factors and security 
concerns that once bound states to their respective camps no longer serve as an effective 
unifying force. Additionally, differential economic growth trends are changing the way 
many nations view their role in the international community. Both in Europe and in 
Northeast Asia-the two major playing fields of the Cold War— relatively predictable 
bipolarism is being replaced with uncertain multipolarism. 

This new era in global politics sets the context for American grand strategy. The 
overriding strategic objective of the Cold War, containment of the Soviet threat within the 
Eurasian rimlands. prompted a grand strategy that is no longer suitable for protecting 
American interests throughout the world. A new strategic vision is needed to guide and 
shape U S. policy into a form appropriate for today's multipolar climate. International and 
domestic considerations mandate that the United States adopt security policies that are both 
more flexible and cost-effective. 

The importance of creating a new framework for U.S. grand strategy should not 
be underestimated. While the doctrine of containment and the clearly defined Soviet threat 

1 Richard J. Ellings and Edward Olsen, "A New Pacific Profile," Foreign Policy 
Winter 1992-93: 116. 



1 



